The scope of this discussion is much more restricted than what its title might imply. I I shall be dealing only with the concept of knowledge as in Wittgenstein's Uber Gewiftheit. In fact, it will be even more specific than that. I shall try to bring out Wittgenstein's concept of knowledge by re-examining the contention, expressed recently by several authors (like Ayer, Kunne) that the Uber Gewiftheit reveals a commitment to the so-called Three Condition Theory, sometimes also called "the standard analysis of the concept of knowledge". Should such a commitment be found reasonably documented, it would have to affect our appraisal of Wittgenstein's attitude to the philosophical past, especially the ancient Greek philosophy. So much so, since the Three Condition Theory is almost as old as philosophy itself. It, most probably, had adherents among Socrates' friends and followers other than Plato.
2 That Plato had been intrigued by it is obvious. In the Meno the theory has been endorsed as a correct definition of the concept of knowledge. In the Theaetetus the approach became critical. Yet, Plato made it the focus of this highly dramatic inquiry, in which the explication of the concept of knowledge is sought by investigating a series of questions appealing to the dialectical mind: Is knowledge none but sense-perception? If it is not, will it be the same as belief? If this is not enough, will perhaps belief plus truth, i.e., true belief, do? And if even this were not satisfactory, should we not say that knowledge is true belief plus justification? Disappointingly, Plato finds this last link in the dialectical chain inadequate as well. Down the ages it was taken for granted that Plato had rejected the whole structure of the Three Condition Theory. However, impressive objections were raised recently against such an assessment of Plato's position as shown in the Theaetetus. 3 But this was only the first sign of a significant change in a traditional exegetic stereotype ... Such sway in the exegetic pendulum apart, on reading the Uber GewijJheit with Plato in mind, the impression is that, with the Three Condition Theory as its focus, Uber GewijJheit may count as the Theaetetus of our days, in what it asserts and in what it denies, no less than in what it leaves unanswered.
Nor should we forget in this context the unstable lot of the Three Condition Theory in our "analytic" era. Even though the theory was apparently put to sleep after the shock administered by the Theaetetus, and seems to have remained inactive for many generations it came vigorously to life in our century. It is not easy to find out when exactly and by whom this revival was affected. In any case, the main theses of the theory may be found in an article published as far back as the early thirties by Braithwaite. 4 In the forties it is detectable in Russell and in C.1. Lewis; while in the fifties and sixties you can hardly come across a piece of (analytic) epistemology without the theory being dealt with in one context or another. Admittedly, in the early seventies it experienced a setback. Gettier had provided examples in which what the theory claims as the sufficient condition for knowledge appeared to be satisfied, but hardly anybody would consider the result as knowledge. Some authors counterattacked, wanting to rescue the theory from Gettier's
